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Abstract

We have developed a 3-D FEL theory based upon the Maxwell-Vlasov equations in-
cluding the effects of the energy spread, emittance, and betatron oscillations of the electron
beam. The radiation field is expressed in terms of the Green’s function of the inhomoge-
neous wave equation and the distribution function of the electron beam. The distribution
function is expanded in terms of a set of orthogonal functions determined by the unper-
turbed electron distribution. The coupled Maxwell-Vlasov equations are then reduced to
a matrix equation, from which a dispersion relation for the eigenvalues is derived. The
gain for the fundamental mode can be obtained for any initial beam distribution includ-
ing the hollow beam, the waterbag, and the Gaussian distribution. Comparisons of our
numerical solutions with simulation results and with other analytical approaches show
good agreements except for the one-dimensional limit. We present a handy interpolating
formula for the FEL gain of a Gaussian beam, as a function of the scaled parameters,
that can be used for a quick estimate of the gain. The present theory can be applied to

the beam conditioning case by a few modifications.

PACS numbers: 42.55.Tb, 41.70.tt, 52.75.Ms



I. Introduction

Various analytical approaches have been proposed for the calculation of the gain in a
Free Electron Laser (FEL) operating in the high gain regime before saturation. It is widely
known that transverse emittance and betatron oscillation can significantly reduce the gain
in this regime, due to a spread in the longitudinal velocity of electrons. One approach
to study these effects is based on an integro-differential eigenvalue equation involving
the radiation field alone, derived by reducing the coupled Maxwell-Vlasov equations [1].
However, the inclusion of the emittance and betatron oscillation effects makes it very
difficult to solve the equation exactly. Recently, Yu, Krinsky, and Gluckstern [2] have used
a variational method to solve the equation approximately for the waterbag distribution
of the beam. The principle behind this method is the fact that the error in the eigenvalue
depends quadratically on errors in the trial function. However, the success of their analysis
depends largely on the electron beam distribution and the choice of the trial function.

In this paper, we present a new approach based on an orthogonal expansion of the
electron distribution function. This method has been widely used in the study of beam
instabilities in particle accelerators [3]. Starting with the Maxwell-Vlasov equations and
equations of motion for an electron, we combine them into a single integral equation for
the electron distribution function. Since the betatron oscillation, emittance, and the en-
ergy spread are all beam parameters, it may be simpler to find the change in the beam
distribution due to these effects rather than in the radiation field. The radiation field is
expressed explicitly in terms of the Green’s function of the inhomogeneous wave equa-
tion and the electron distribution function. The perturbed distribution function is then
expanded in terms of a set of orthogonal functions determined by the unperturbed dis-
tribution function. This expansion converts the integral equation into a matrix equation,
from which a dispersion relation for the eigenvalues is derived. This dispersion relation
has a form similar to that in plasma physics. The present method has the advantage
that the higher-order terms in the expansion can in principle be determined in a system-
atic fashion. The series expansion converges very quickly, unless the Rayleigh range is
much longer than the gain length of the one-dimensional theory (in which case the three-
dimensional effects are unimportant). As a matter of fact, one can obtain an accurate
eigenvalue by taking only the lowest-order expansion term. In this approximation, the
dispersion relation becomes a scalar equation.

Recently, the idea of electron beam “conditioning” has been proposed to reduce the

longitudinal velocity spread within the beam by correlating transverse oscillation ampli-



tude and the electron energy, in order to enhance the FEL gain [4]. The present theory
can be applied to the beam conditioning case by a few modifications of the formulation.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, starting from the Hamiltonian, we derive
equations of motion for a single electron in the FEL system and construct the Vlasov equa-
tion. In Sec.III, we calculate the vector potential for the radiation field, and present an
explicit expression of the vector potential. In Sec. IV, we expand the transverse electron
distribution function with respect to the azimuthal angle in the transverse phase space
and obtain an integral equation for the radial distribution function of electrons. We solve
this integral equation in Sec. V by using the orthogonal expansion technique. The matrix
form of the dispersion relation is derived. In Sec. VI, we consider the approximation of
taking the lowest-order in the expansion, and show that the resulting scalar dispersion
relation for the hollow beam distribution of the electrons reduces to the well-known results
in both the small and large beam size limits when the betatron oscillation is neglected.
In Sec. VII, we show numerical results of the FEL gain as a function of the four scaling
parameters. They are compared with simulation results and analytical results obtained
by other approaches. We present a handy interpolating formula for the FEL gain of a
Gaussian beam as a function of the scaled energy spread, betatron frequency and trans-
verse emittance, that can be used for a quick estimate of the FEL gain. In Sec. VIII,
we turn our discussion to the planar wiggler case. So far, we have assumed that the FEL
radiation takes a place in the helical wiggler. However, the FEL with a planar wiggler
can be treated in parallel with the preceding formulation with a few modifications. The
more general results for the asymmetric focusing case are summarized in Appendix D.
In Sec. IX, we briefly discuss how to apply the present theory to the beam conditioning

case. The paper is concluded in Sec. X.

II. Vlasov Equation

To construct the Vlasov equation, one first writes down equations of motion for a
single electron. A rigorous way to derive equations of motion is to start with the Hamil-
tonian. The detail of the derivation is described in Appendix A. We here mostly refer the
results from there. We consider the electron beam moving in the z-direction through a
periodic helical wiggler with wave number k,, and peak wiggler parameter K. We choose
z, the distance from the wiggler entrance, as the independent variable. After averaging
over the fast wiggling motion, the transverse electron motion can be described by the har-

monic betatron oscillation in the spatial transverse vector @4 and its canonical momentum



conjugate, pg:

R ) (1)
where kg is the betatron wave number. (In the absence of external focusing, ks =
Kky/¥V/2, where v is the electron energy in units of its rest mass energy, mc?, and c
is the speed of light). The transverse variables to be used in the Vlasov equation are
those 5 and pg. The total transverse trajectory of the electron, z, includes the helical

motion &, around the betatron motion:

T =z, + g, (2)

where
&y, = —iyrpsin kyz + 1,7 cos ky 2, (3)

and
Ty = X, COS k,@z + % sin kﬁz, (4)
7

where

xg, = x5(2=0), and pg, = ps(z =0). (5)

Here, ry = Kc/(vkwv)) is the radius of the helical motion, v is the longitudinal velocity
of the electron, and %, and %, are unit vectors in the z- and y-directions, respectively.
With z as the independent variable, the time ¢ denotes the longitudinal coordinate.
For convenience, we define a new longitudinal coordinate 7, as the arrival time difference
of an electron at the position z relative to that of the reference electron. The reference
electron arrives at z at time ¢, = z/v,, where v, is the longitudinal velocity of the reference

electron. The electron of concern arrives at the position z at time ¢. The new coordinate

7T is defined by

2
=t—t, =1 ——.
e ©)

The quantity 7v, gives the internal longitudinal position of an electron relative to that of

the reference electron. An equation of motion of 7 is approximately given by

where ~, is the resonant energy of the reference electron with zero transverse oscillation
amplitude, and k; = 2k,v2/(1+4 K?) is the resonant radiation wave number corresponding
to the energy 7,. The energy change is produced by the interaction of the electron’s helical
motion and the radiation field. An equation of motion of the energy = is

ody  dwy 0A,

(5 g (S Smm——

d dz ot’ (8)




where e is the electron charge, and A, = A, (z, z,t) is the vector potential for the radiation
field.
The Vlasov equation for the electron distribution f(@g,pg, T,7;2) is as follows:

Of , dws Of  dpg Of  drdf  dvof

2 =0. 9
0z dz Oxg dz Opg dzO0r  dz 0y . (9)

Here, f is normalized such that

/oo /w ./oo /w f(‘nﬁspﬁa 737;z)d22ﬁd2pﬁd7—d7 — Na (10)
—00 J—00 J—00 JO

where N is the total number of electrons in the beam. We solve Eq. (9) by the perturba-
tion method. The distribution function f can be decomposed into the unperturbed part

fo and the perturbed part f;, respectively:

f=fot+ h. (11)
The unperturbed distribution function f; satisfies
af 0 9 fo 2. Ofo  dr afo
= 12
Bz TP, ~ e Y T (12)

where we have substituted Eq. (1). The perturbed distribution function f; is a solution

of the linearized Vlasov equation

0h 25!

1 0fi , drdfy | dv0fo
Bz ﬁ@m

ﬁap +E(9'r dz 07

— ki = [. (13)
In this paper, we assume that the focusing in the wiggler is matched to the electron beam
so that fo is a function of @4? + ps?/k3 and v only (i.e., fo is uniform in the longitudinal

direction), and we also assume for simplicity that f; can be factorized as:
fo = for(zs® + ps’/k5) - foy(7)- (14)

ITI. Vector Potential for Radiation Field

The vector potential A,(r,t) for the radiation field satisfies the inhomogeneous wave
equation
1 9%A
2 r
v A,. — ?W = —]J.QJJ_(T,t), (15)

where J (7,1) is the transverse current density, po is the permeability of free space, and

7 is the three-dimensional vector, » = (2, z). The solution of Eq. (15) can be written as
A(r,) = po / f G(r, tlr', )T L (v, ) Pr'dt!. (16)

5



Here, the Green’s function G(7,t|r',t’) satisfies

132G_ -

ViG(r,t|r',t') — ¥ et Ié(r—7)6(t-1t), (17)

where T is the unit dyad (identical to the unit matrix in this case). The solution of G in

free space is well-known (5], and is given by

% ros iR(r-1) : p
G(r, |, 1) f Pk (=) gy, (18)
21r —oo 2 _ )2

C

The transverse current density J, (r,t) in Eq. (15) is given by

N da;
J-L(r1t) Z dt l6( )(5(2’ - z,-), (19)

where (2;(t), z;(t)) describes the orbit of the i-th electron as a function of time ¢. Equation

(19) can be rewritten using z as the independent variable as

Ji(r,t) = Zed—z'a(m —a)b(r — 1), (20)

where 7;(z) is the arrival time difference of the i-th electron at z relative to that of the
reference electron. We can express J (r,t) in terms of the density distribution of the

betatron orbit, pi(2g, T; 2), given by

pi(xg,732) = /_mfo fi(zs, g, 7,75 2)d*ppdy. (21)

This is done below:

Ji(r,t) = Z

- zed“’*a(m — @y (2 — 24))6(7 — 7)
= ; eﬂﬁ(mg — &g, )6(T — 7))
- e%Z—: - p1(zp,T; 2). (22)

The vector @ includes both the rapidly oscillating helical orbit x; and the slowly vary-
ing betatron orbit ®g. By retaining only the helical motion x; in dz/dz, we have an
approximate expression of J, (r,1)

eda:h(z)

Ji(r,t) = T

- pi(2p, 75 2). (23)
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By inserting Eq. (23) into Eq. (16) and changing the volume element from dr'dt’ to

dzm;,dz’dr’ , we obtain

— ¥ = - (Al d:l‘ifh(z’) / L 1 I !
A (r,t) = e,ugfo {f_oo f_oo G(r,t|r',t )[Tpl(a:ﬁ,‘r i )]dgmﬁdr }dz'. (24)

For the later use, it is convenient now to seek an alternative expression of A, in terms
of the Fourier-Laplace transform of p;(xg, 7;z) with respect to &g, 7 and z. After lengthy
calculation (see Appendix B), we obtain the expression for the vector potential for the

radiation field

go+ico  foo 1. :
A (r,2) = epo f (5= / | j_ 3} Hoo(ky, 2)pug(kr )L 2k e dg} e dw, (25)

where H,,(ky,z) is given by
m K1 2 e PV, (k1)

' —— ) — ’
TR % R — R pe g — i(pha + /R — KE — vﬁr)

(kL) is the Laplace-Fourier transform of p,(2g, 7; 2),

ol &)= (26)

where k = w/c, k) =

which is related to fi(xg, ps, 7,7;2) by

pua(ks) = ./ {./ [/ ] _/ f1(2p, pp, 7,73 2)dPppdy)e~ KL B P gle=17dz Y e dr.
(27)

The integer p represents the harmonic number of the radiation. The positive value p > 0

and the negative value p < 0 correspond to the forward and the backward radiations in

the electron rest frame, respectively. The vector V, (k) in Eq. (26) is defined by

. :
Vo(ky) = (—1)P'1e““’9*{z@[e-"*Jp“(klrh)+e“’*J,,_l(kJ_r,‘)]
.1 i
. %E[e BkaH(kJ-Th) —€ 8k']p-1(kirh)]}s (28)

where J,(z) is the Bessel function, and 6 = tan™' k,/k..
Now, we can calculate the energy change by the radiation field, with use of the vector
potential A.(r,%) given by Eq. (25). After some algebra (see Appendix B), we obtain
d- 1 oo 1 [gotico roo A :
T [T [T Paalbipualk)e Rk e dge o, (29)
q —00

dz 27 J-oo 21 Jgp—ico

Here
o K, DB e 4 )

Pl ] = i
! p——oo21rc 7" \/1— kl/k [q-—-?,pk +\[k2—k2——

(30)



where r, = e2/(4megmc?) is the classical electron radius, &g is the permittivity of free space,
and J(z) is the derivative of the Bessel function. The quantity F,e(kyL) is proportional
to the total radiation power emitted from a single electron into the transverse angle
# = sin~!(k, /k) with the transverse wave number k, in the frequency range (w,w + dw).
Equation (30) contains all the higher-harmonic components of the radiation. We are
mostly interested in only the lowest harmonic term in the forward direction, p = 1. If we

retain only this term in the summation and note that § < 1, Eq. (30) becomes

2
LG9) | 2(krs0)

Pug(kr) & 21rc (krhe)k kq k- (31)
4 i=g?
q + ik, W z29

IV. Azimuthal Mode Expansion

Now, let us come back to the linearized Vlasov Eq. (13). If we substitute Egs. (29) and

(30) into Eq. (13) and take its Fourier-Laplace transform, the linearized Vlasov equation

becomes
0= w1 on + ot = Kyp g = —fur B [ Pu(bi)ples)es 20k, (32
where qu is the Fourier-Laplace transform of f;(mg,pﬁ,r,'y;z)
fn@oipo) = [ [ fi(@o,por i 2)edlemdr. (33)

In Eq. (32), we did not include the Fourier transform of the initial distribution at z = 0,
because we consider only the eigenvalue problem in this paper. (If we retain this term,
the problem becomes an initial value problem.)

Since the betatron motion of the electron is a simple harmonic oscillation, it is natural

to introduce polar-coordinates in the transverse planes as

Ip = T COS ¢z‘1 Yp = Ty COS ¢y$ (34)
P82 — r,sin bz, Boy Ty Sin @y (35)
ks ks
Then, the second and third terms in the LHS of the Vlasov equation, Eq. (32), are written
as
Pt — ki gt = —kg( L+ 3. (36)

Now, due to the periodic boundary condition for f,, in the azimuthal angles ¢, and ¢,,

fwq can be Fourier decomposed with respect to ¢, and ¢, into an infinite series of modes:

qu(mﬁspﬁ&’” = E F(m'ﬂ) T:::Tys’Y)eimq&:ein&y’ (37)

m,n=-=—00



where m and n are integers. If we insert the above equation into Eq. (27), the Fourier-
Laplace transform of the charge density can be expressed in terms of F{™"(rz,ry,7) as
follows:

Pug(kL) = / [ 2 ] ]%'/’ f FUmm) (1, 1, ) iméemikers cosds

% em.ﬁy -skyry cos ¢y kﬁrxdrxdqﬂz kﬁry d'f'y d¢y]d7
= 27rk;3 j [ E _(|m|+|n|)/ ./ F(mn) T’-" y17)J|’"|(k rz)

m,n=-—0co

% Jini(Rytty Jradrorydryldy (38)

where we have used the formula [6)

2r .
L, ] gild=izeosd gy — i=13(z), (39)
2m Jo
Combining Egs. (32), (37), and (38), we obtain an integral equation for F{m™™

- mn dfoy ()
lo— sz B 2k3(m+n)]F£q- )(Txarys'f) = —fo.l.(?"z) Tll’y

f [Z -/ j K(mnm‘ "ra,rylre, v )F(m Wil Tys Y )redryrydry | dv', (40)

where the kernel K i,’;""'m""') is given by
KGm™ ™) (rg,rylry, ry) = i HnD (9
X [ Pug(ks) [Dimikere)Bi(hyry)] - (et 3w (kry)] b (41)

and r =, /r2 4 r? is the amplitude of the electron position in four-dimensional transverse

phase space.

V. General Solution

By inspecting Eq. (40), it can be seen that the v dependence of Fu(,;"'“) is such that

dfon(’)’)

m,n d
Fu(,q ' )(Tm Tya’T) .8 e Y s (42)
- (ry) — ikg(m + n)

It is then useful to define a radial function R‘(H”;"") as the v integral of Fu(,;"’") to eliminate

the obvious v dependence
(m ) (P T / F(’“ K {(Psi Ty V) d (43)

9



. dr : : :
Dividing the Vlasov Eq. (40) by [¢— zwd—: —ikg(m +n)] and integrating over -y, we obtain

dfou(’Y )
o Td’f

R (rzyry) = —fou(r?) jo — _
i) = ikg(m +)

N (m,n,m’,n’) (m'n') d ! .l'd
qu (Pos Tylreame IS T i vy nidr b

(44)

The integral equation (44) can be solved in a general way as follows [3]. We expand

the radial function RL(.:?'") using a complete set of orthogonal functions fi (I 'l"l)(r,:, ry) as

R(m n)(rmry) = W.(r Za(m n)f(lml Inl)(,. y ),r]'m[ Inl_ (45)

k=0

Here, the weight function W, (r?) is defined by
W_L(Tz) = Cfo_L(Tz), (46)

where C' is a normalization constant to be chosen. The functions f,gml’lﬂl)(rw,ry) are

determined so as to satisfy the following orthogonality relationship

f / r2) fmH g ) gD (g Y22 g g g (4T)
Using fimhi l)(rz, r,), we expand the Bessel functions as
Timi(ksr) (ki) = 3 Clrpgepabis k) - 87D (1)l (48)
k=0
where
Clmtinté(er k) = [ [ Jymi(kera) I (kyr WL (r2) M gy 1, )k i,
(49)

For many models of the unperturbed transverse distribution fo, (r?) (or the weight func-
tion W (r?)), the corresponding orthogonal functions f™""(r. r,) can be expressed in
terms of the well-known analytical functions. In Appendix C, we present explicit expres-
sions of fI™M*)(7_ 7 ) and Clm|nlk (kz, ky) for the hollow beam and the Gaussian beam
models of fo (r?).

The lowest-order term Clp|nj0(kz, ky) has a simpler expression, since the correspond-
ing lowest-order orthogonal function félml'lnl)(rm ry) is just a constant. In this case, the

integration over the angle #, = tan™" r,/r, can be carried out in Eq. (49), with the result,

m|,In : 00 Jiaivin k
Crniisolker k) = FEmHD cos g, sinl g, [ Tttt sty (c2ypimietniagy, — (50)

kJ_?‘

10



where 6 = tan™! k,/k,.
Inserting Egs. (45) and (48) into Eq. (44), multiplying by Flmbinh g pimtilphil

N
and integrating over r, and r,, we have a matrix equation for the coefficients a£ ),

O S 4 vin J 1 (51)

m',n’ 0,7

where

(Iml.In]) (ImlIn]) m|+1,.2|n|+1
f / / Cl] it T i i Wdr,drydy (52)

dr d
4 — i (r,7) — ikg(m + ) g

and the matrix elements are given by

m.n JAml4Inl=(lm! |4 n! 27l'k 2 o e
Mz = iimbin=(mi n% S [ Paaes)Cimpmiaes k) Cimt ke, e
(53)

The matrix equation can be symbolically written as
(I+B8-M)a=0, (54)

where a is the vector of the coefficient a,(, ™| I is the unit matrix, and the matrix elements
of B and M are given by Eqgs. (52) and (53), respectively. The nontrivial solution of Eq.
(54) requires that

det(I+ B -M)=0. (55)

This dispersion relation gives eigenvalues ¢ as a function of w or vice versa.

The matrix B represents the Landau damping due to the energy spread and the be-
tatron oscillation via the longitudinal velocity spread. If the variation of the longitudinal
velocity due to the betatron oscillation is negligible, the integration over r, and r, can be
carried out readily, noting the orthogonality relationship, Eq. (47). As the result, the &
and [ dependence of the matrix 8 becomes just the Kronecker’s delta, 6. The matrix M
expresses the rest of the interaction between the electron beam and the radiation field.

In principle, all the eigenmodes can be obtained by solving the above dispersion rela-
tion. For example, for sufficiently large electron beam radius, many modes are excited,
and the degeneracy problem of the growth rates of the self-similar modes arises [7]. This
problem can be analyzed by taking large matrices of M and 3. In this paper, however, we
are concerned about the FEL operating in the high gain regime where the electron beam
size is relatively small, and the full transverse coherence is achieved. In this regime, only
a few modes, or even a single dominant mode are needed to describe the beam-radiation

system.
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V1. The Lowest-Order Dispersion Relation

It is straightforward to seek zeros of the dispersion relation by computer and the
computation requires little CPU time, if the matrix size is not too large. Numerical studies
show a quite rapid convergence of solutions as a function of the matrix size. As a matter
of fact, we have found that one can obtain an accurate eigenvalue for the fundamental
mode by taking only the lowest-order term m = n = k = 0 in both the azimuthal and the
radial expansions (see Egs. (37) and (45)). In this case, an approximate expression for

the dispersion relation can be written in a general form as

ke Kook, [ [
1= diz=p2 [ . {?"E,),, - 2m7k2 fou (r?)ridr
LETh et 0 e L i—kk2r2)2
kl Yr
5 k20d6 —— J;(kr B a0
x [ = ([ ol ()L Y, (56)
eHSTR TYE
1

where fo, (r?) is normalized such that

f  Jor(zs ?+ps’ [kf)d xpd’pg —/ 212 kf fou (r?)ridr = 1. (57)
Here, we have used the approximated expression of P,,(ky), Eq. (31), and have approxi-
mated P (krat)
1\RTh 2 - l
—(krh9)2 + J7(krif) = 5 (58)

assuming that the radius of the helical orbit r is much smaller than the beam size.
In what follows, we write down the above equation in a more specific way for various

models of fp, (r?). Longitudinally, we assume a Gaussian distribution with the rms energy

spread, o.:
N (7 == 7:')2
1 B 27202
e ——— rYy
f0||(7) 7 ‘/2—71_0_77'-6 (59)
where 7 is the length of the electron beam in time units.
| T
Hollow Beam : fo,(r?) = (733’6_;3)26(1 o (}TO)?)
-5 (21kRod) s 4 py20d
1=9 £(2pkw)3 /oo e 2dt j% kRo0 0 (60)
k —00 ‘ k 1 2
1 V2 e g huost — SRR g pik, % L zfﬁéi
1

12



2 9
Waterbag Beam : fo,(r?) = W@(l - (}—2;) )
£ 433 (kRob) a1 1o
-~ d
=9 k (2pk,)? /1 fuo z?e 2 dzdt j‘% g (kRy0)? e
= L] —— 2
ki V2r Jo J-oo (q+2i£kwa.!t—i£kk§ 222)? : q+ ik, R +1 K
k1 2 ky 2
(61)
. ¥
(@ % B " f ( 2) - __]_’_6_5(0'—,:)2
aussian Beam : fy,(r*) = Groth,)?
z? t""
] .k (2pk,)? / /°° e-7z3e_5dmdt f%‘ e_(kama)z(kaz)zﬂdﬂ
o — g
2k1 2r Jo (g +22kk o4t —i= kkgaz.rz) ¢ q-]-ikwk ky +2.£ci
k1 k1 2
(62)
In the above equation, p is the Pierce parameter [8] defined by
KK ool
2ok )" = 27T N 63
(20k.)? 0(%) v (63)

ng is the peak volume density on axis, o, is the rms transverse beam size, O(z) is the
step function ©(z) = 1 for z > 0 and O(z) = 0 for z < 0.

Let us investigate the dispersion relation (60) for the hollow beam model to obtain a
physical picture of how the gain is determined. The integral over ¢ characterize the Landau
damping due to the energy spread. In the hollow beam model, the electron beam has an
uniform transverse distribution inside a circle with the radius Ry in the x-y plane. The
function in the 6-integral, (J;(kRof)/(kRof))?, is the diffraction pattern of a plane wa.ve by
k—Fk k—h . _)

is related to the angular distribution of the radiated power from a single electron into the

an uniform source of circular shape with the radius Ry. The factor 1/(g+ik,,

transverse angle 8. Equation (60) implies that the amount of overlap between the angular
spectrum of radiation from a single electron and the angular diffraction pattern of the
radiation wave by the electron beam plays a key role in determining the FEL gain.

In the limit of large beam size, Ry — oo, when o, = 0 and kg = 0, the disper-
sion relation (60) for the hollow beam reduces to the well-known cubic equation of the
one-dimensional theory. This can be shown as follows. In this limit, Eq. (60) can be

approximated by

3 o0
1= 2z'k£ (ZPA;'”) 1k p— - / (Jl(m) ) zdz. (64)
1T ogtik,——70 T
1
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Using

o Ji(z 1
fo (%)zmdw =3 (65)
it follows L
Fa+ k) — i (k) =0, (66)
Introducing p = iq/k,, Eq. (66) becomes the well-known cubic equation of the high gain
regime [8]: 3 ek 3
K= i k_l_k_,(zp) =0. (67)

The maximum gain as the solution of the above equation can be expressed using Moore’s
scaled gain § = q/((2pk,)?(2k;R2)?) and scaled beam size & = (2pky)% (2ky R2)? as [7]
V3

g= 2a2/3" (68)

In the limit of small beam size, Ry — 0, when o, = 0 and kg = 0, the dispersion
relation (60) also gives the correct asymptotic gain derived by Moore [7]. In this limit,
the dispersion relation (60) when k = k; can be approximated by

a2
' 00 z Ji(z)a,
) fo e g ) =0 (69)

By performing the partial integral in Eq. (69) and neglecting the log § term, we obtain

Moore’s expression
22
g

1. 2 /1 2
~ —log — g~ 1[=log—.
R log ; o § ah (70)

In Fig. 1, we plot numerical results of the scaled gain § versus the scaled beam size & for
the constant current case, when o., = 0 and kg = 0 are assumed. The solid curve shows the
result obtained by the the present dispersion relation (60), while the broken curve denotes
the work of Moore. The chain lines on the right and on the left show the analytical results
obtained from Eqs. (68) and (70), for the two extreme cases, respectively. As anticipated
from the above argument, they are in excellent agreement in the entire range of beam
size.

The truncated dispersion relations (61) and (62) for the waterbag and the Gaussian
models do not converge to the cubic equation of the one-dimensional theory in the limit
of large beam size. In fact, it can be shown that the gain calculated from Eq. (56)
in this limit is given by the one-dimensional theory multiplied by (2/3)/® ~ 87% for
the waterbag model or (1/2)/® = 79% for the Gaussian model. This is because the
truncation of the matrix (I + 8- M) in Eq. (55) at the lowest-order term no longer

14



provides a good approximate eigenfunction if the beam size is sufficiently large. In this
limit, a large degeneracy of the growth rates of the self-similar modes happens, and a
single (fundamental) mode does not dominate [7]. (In the hollow beam model, all the
radial functions RL’;"") degenerate into the §-function, so that the lowest-order radial
expansion term, that is also the §-function, gives the exact eigenfunction.) As the beam
size increases, therefore, more expansion terms are needed to achieve the correct one-
dimensional result. However, it is found that the critical beam size in which the truncation
at the lowest-order breaks down is so large that the expression (56) remains a good
approximation to the exact dispersion relation (55) for most of the practically interesting

parameter ranges. We investigate this problem further in the next section.

VII. Numerical Results

As Yu, Krinsky, and Gluckstern [2] have pointed out, the growth rate of the funda-
mental guided mode can be expressed in a scaled form using four dimensionless scaling

parameters. One form of such a scaling relation, that can be derived by inspecting Eq.

(56), is
Re(q) G Lp o, kg k—FK

— X 71
kwp Lé‘_DJ P k] kwp? klp ) ( )

Here, L5 P is the power gain length of the one-dimensional theory given by

1
LD = —0— 72
Also, Lg is the Rayleigh range given by
2Y,  kiI,
LR == )\1 = w 0 (73)

where X is the transverse beam area defined by

Io

b
ecng

L=

(74)

where I, is the total beam current, and ny is the peak volume density on axis. The
transverse beam area can be calculated from the unperturbed distribution fo(xgs,ps,7)

as follows. The transverse density distribution n(xg) is obtained by

[ [ tows. ps, ) dppdrany
= nog(zp) (75)

n(zg)
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where g(zp) is normalized so that g(0) = 1. Then, the transverse beam area ¥, is given
by
Si= [ g(=p)dzs. (76)

The quantity £, can be also calculated from fp,; as

1 oo
5 = _[_m for(xs = 0,pp)d’ps

= 2mk? j: Z fou(r?)rdr. (77)

The scaling relation (71) is convenient when the current density is constant. An
alternative form of the scaling relation convenient when the total beam current is constant
s Re(q) by Bk

e(q Oy Kg — K1
= F(2ki€zy —=y——=——=); 78
D LR D D D ) (78)

where €, is the rms transverse emittance of the electron beam that is related to the square

of the rms beam size < z? > as

The quantity D is the scaling parameter defined by

8§ K2 I,
D=\ irm1y (%0}

where I4 = ec/re =~ 17.05kA is the Alfvén current. The parameter D was originally
introduced by Yu, Krinsky, and Gluckstern [2]. However, the value of D defined here is
smaller than that defined by Yu, Krinsky, and Gluckstern by a factor of v/2 .! The scaling

parameter D is related to p as

D_2a( L )", ( Le )" (81)
p 314 Eﬁ : Lé‘—D .

It should be emphasized that D is independent of the model for fo,(r?), and that the
scaled growth rate Re(q)/(k,D) is identical to Moore’s scaled gain § when the same

physical parameters are used:

. _ Re(q)
I=7%.D

. (82)

1The difference of the definitions of D by a constant factor dose not affect any physical results such as
the gain length. We have used the definition of D given by Eq. (80) in our previous paper [9], and have
done the computations for the present paper based on this definition. Therefore, to avoid confusion, we
also use this definition in the present paper. It is our belief, however, that the best way of defining D is
so that the ratio of D to p becomes D/p = (Lr/LL ?)"/? instead of that in Eq. (81). In this way, D

becomes a natural generalization of the quantity p introduced in the one-dimensional theory.
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The dispersion relation for the Gaussian beam model, Eq. (62), for instance, can be
written in the above scaling form as

2 t2

ks S .
4+/27 2k1€z J—00 J—00 (i. + 2z-oit — i2k16; kﬁ -732)2

kD D T "D
—z? dz
oo € T
83
xfo ¢ ok T R (&)
koD kD | '2kies kyD

where we have replaced k by k; except in the detuning term (k — k;)/(k;D) to a good
approximation. Since we are interested in the constant total beam current case in this
paper, we mostly use the scaling relation (78) in what follows.

For the convenience of readers, we summarize the explicit expressions of the square of
the rms beam size, < z? >, and the transverse beam area X, for the hollow beam, the
waterbag model and the Gaussian distribution in Table I. The emittance and the Rayleigh
range can be calculated from < z? > using Eqgs. (79) and (73), respectively.

We have solved the dispersion relation numerically. The results are as follows: First,
let us compare the growth rate obtained by the dispersion relation (61) for the waterbag
model with the results obtained by the Yu, Krinsky, and Gluckstern’s variational method
for the same waterbag model. The solid curves in Fig. 2 show the scaled growth rate
Re(q)/(kwD) as a function of 2k;e, for several values of kg/(k,D). Here, the energy
spread o, /D is set to 0. The detuning parameter, (k — k;)/(k, D), is chosen to yield
the maximum growth rate. Generally, the optimal detuning depends on the quantity
klez% and the energy spread o.,/D. This detuning is the result of the reduction of the
average longitudinal velocity of the electron beam due to the transverse emittance, the
betatron focusing force, and the energy spread. The broken curves show the numerical
results from Yu, Krinsky, and Gluckstern’s variational method for the waterbag model.
Good agreement is found. It is known that the growth rates for the waterbag model
obtained by the variational method agree well with the simulations [10].

Now, we consider the case of the Gaussian distribution. In Figs. 3(a), (b) and (c), we
plot Re(q)/(kwD) against 2k, for several values of kg/(kD), for 0,/D =0, 0.,/D = 0.2,
and o,/D = 0.4, respectively. These figures cover most of the practical range of FEL
parameters. The solid curves show exact solutions of dispersion relation (62), while the
broken curves show approximate values calculated with a pair of empirical expressions of

the dispersion relation (62) which agree well with the exact solutions for o.,/D < 0.5 and
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kg/(kwD) < 10. The pair of expressions is given by

Iog%)- = — (0.759 4 0.238x + 0.0139x?)
kﬁ 2 kﬁ
—2_y2 /(0. 02681
x {1 + (k€. ka) /(0.149 + 0.0268 log ka)
2 Oy \2 Oy \4 Tyy\6 3
+ (44.03 + 3.32x + 5.45x%) - [(5) ~0.713(3)* + 68.65(3;) ] }
k
for 2kle,kz:) > 0.05 and ﬁ £, (84)
and
Re(q) 2 1%
PD = [ 0.0628 — 0.219x — 0.000568x ]
k
(2]6155']%0')2 &
X exp |— w Pk ( 11.92 + 2.202x + 0.1414x* ) - (5"')2
(1.091 + 0.1345kw—D
for 2kle,k—";'ﬁ£ <0.05 or kk—"D >1, (85)
where 5 5
x = log(2k:¢e. zﬁ )- (86)

kg

one-dimensional gain length:

The parameter 2k, is a function only of the ratio of the Rayleigh range to the

2]618,;

k 2 I \°
wD_?\/ﬁ('J: >( R) (87)

kg ~ 3% T /n \LLP
This pair of expressions can be used as a handy formula for a quick estimate of the FEL
gain.

Comparing Fig. 2 with Fig. 3(a), we notice that the Gaussian distribution shows a
considerably smaller growth rate Re(q)/(kwD) due to Landau damping than the waterbag
model for large kg/(k,,D) when 2kie, > 0.1 (compare kg/(k, D) = 10 curves, for exam-
ple). This is also the case with the parabolic distribution of fo, (r?) in phase space, which
is not shown here, however, gives similar curves to those of the Gaussian model. This
observation implies that the FEL gain for the strong focusing and the large emittance de-
pends sensitively on the details of the transverse distribution. In contrast, we notice that
the two figures show more or less identical values of Re(q)/(k,D) for the small emittance

region 2k;e; < 0.1. In this region, the variation of the longitudinal velocity inside the
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beam due to the betatron oscillation is small and the effect of Landau damping due to
the transverse motion becomes negligible. The similar behavior of Re(q)/(k,D) in Figs.
2 and 3(a) implies that the FEL gain becomes insensitive to the shape of the transverse
distribution of the electron beam for the small beam size, and therefore, it is convenient
to calculate the FEL gain using the rms beam size or emittance in the small beam size
region. Then, the FEL gain becomes independent of the transverse beam distribution.

We have compared the above results obtained by solving the dispersion relation with
those obtained by simulation using the code TDA [11]. The nominal FEL parameters
used in the simulation are given in Table 2. Here, we have chosen the FEL parameters
such that the scaled betatron wave number ks/(k,D) = 1, a value large enough to show
clearly the effects of Landau damping due to the betatron focusing and the emittance. In
Fig. 4(a), we plot the scaled growth rate Re(q)/(k,D) as a function of 2k; ¢, for the zero
energy spread for the Gaussian and the waterbag beam distributions.

The detuning is optimized so as to yield the maximum growth rate. The agreement
is excellent. The benchmark for the non-zero energy spread o.,/D = 0.2 is shown in Fig.
4(b) for the Gaussian beam distribution. The agreement is also excellent.

In Figs. 3, it appears that one can increase the FEL gain by increasing the betatron
focusing for a given emittance, until its increase is overwhelmed by the reduction due to
Landau damping. However, this increase in the FEL gain is actually originating from the
reduced beam size due to the strengthened focusing. This may be more clearly seen if
one plots the FEL gain as a function of the beam size instead of the emittance, using a

scaling relation of the following form:

Re(q)_H( Lrp o0, kg k—k

bl IR Dk,D kD ) (45)

(Note the similarity of the above equation with the scaling relation (71) for the constant
Re(q)

p case.) In Fig. 5, we plot D as a function of .IT‘}‘QD for the Gaussian distribution for
o4/D = 0, which is equivalent to Fig. 3(a). When the beam size is small, all the curves
for different kg/(k., D) become identical. As the beam size increases, the curves for large
kg/(kyD) start to break away. This figure shows that one can have a larger FEL gain
for a weaker betatron focusing for a fixed beam size. The scaling relation (88) may be a
better expression for understanding of the physical picture, while the other one (78) may
be more suitable to the practical application.

Finally, we examine the accuracy of the truncation to the dispersion relation at the

lowest-order of the azimuthal and the radial expansions. First, let us concentrate on the
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azimuthal expansion, and keep the radial expansion at the lowest-order k£ = 0. Numerical
evaluation of the matrix M defined in Eq. (53) shows that the off-diagonal elements
M,?:g"g (n > 0) are normally smaller than M(?_ ’00,’((,) by more than one order of magnitude.
The accuracy of the truncation at the lowest-order m = n = 0 depends on the square
of these off-diagonal elements. Therefore, the inclusion of the higher-order azimuthal
modes are unlikely to change the gain of the fundamental mode very much. Indeed, we
have found during the computation of data for Figs. 2-3 that the change in the gain of
the fundamental mode due to the higher-order azimuthal modes (m,n > 0) is less than
1 %. Next, we consider the radial expansion and keep the azimuthal expansion at the
lowest-order m = n = 0. In this case, the numerical calculations of the growth rate for

the Gaussian model showed that when IT%J- X 30, the changes in the growth rate of

G
the fundamental mode due to the inclusion of the first-order radial expansion term k = 1

L = B
is less than a few percents, while for Ll—fp ~ 140, it increases to 6.3 %. Normally, the

change in the growth rate of the funda,(rgnenta,l mode by including the ¥ = 1 expansion
term becomes smaller as the beam size becomes smaller. This result concludes that
the truncation of dispersion relation at the lowest-order provides a good approximated
eigenvalue, unless the beam size is so large that the three-dimensional effects such as the
diffraction effect become negligible. Therefore, in the practical range of the beam size,

the truncated dispersion relation (56) is a useful and valid approximation.

VIII. Planar Wiggler

So far, we have assumed that an electron beam goes through a helical wiggler. How-
ever, the same formulation can be applied to the FEL using a planar wiggler with a few
changes. We still need to assume that the betatron focusing in the wiggler is matched
to the electron beam, either by the alternating field of the wiggler magnet or by suit-
able external focusing devices. For simplicity, we also assume the betatron focusing is
equal in the z- and y-directions. (Without this assumption, we need to introduce differ-
ent betatron numbers kg, and kg,, and different emittances €, and ¢, for z and y planes,
respectively. Then, the scaling relation, Eq. (78), requires six independent scaling param-
eters, 2k, 2ki1€y,0,/D, kg, [(kyD), kgy/(kwD), and (k — k;)/(k;D). This asymmetric
focusing case can be treated parallel with the preceding symmetric focusing case. The
results are summarized in Appendix D.) Now, the main change is that we need a new

evaluation of the angular distribution of radiated power spectrum, P,,(k,), in Eq. (30).
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The result is

RlNl== 21;':3(%)2\/1 — (ku/R)la - ﬁ;il Ve -k - =) )
where r
AT = % 3 (=)™ Tn(kera)Im(kora)
X[ Tatges (50) — Jotpss (50) T ptgma (Su) = Jpsger (S0) ] (90)
Here

k K*?
k41 + K7/2)
ky = 292k, /(1 + K?%/2), ry, = K/(vk,) is the radius of the wiggler motion, and K is the

peak value of wiggler parameter on axis. In the limit of small amplitude of the wiggler

Sy = (91)

motion, 7, — 0, P,, can be approximated by

= ¥ KK
qu(kﬂ:’ky)z_ 2 _)2

pm—to 2TC Vs

[JJ]§/4 92)
\/1—(kJ_/k)z[q—i(pkw+\/k2—k_2L"%ﬂ')], (

r

where

(93], = Jez1(5a) — o (Su): (93)
The function P,, can be further approximated by retaining only the fundamental harmonic
term of the forward radiation, p = 1. In this approximation, we simply denote [JJ]; as

[JJ] in what follows. Thus, the the dispersion relation for the fundamental mode, Eq.
(56), should be multiplied by the factor [JJ]/2 on the RHS. It becomes

= 7 g foy(v)dy

L= el 2m2k2 foo (r2)rd

e G e T )

T Y T
Z k20d0 e ’ (k?"ﬂ) -
x]o k—Fk kb2 (jt; 2 kﬁfol(f‘) e gr') . (94)
q+3kw k ZT
1

This implies that the same factor [JJ]?/2 should be multiplied to the RHS of Eq. (63) for

the Pierce parameter:

(2pk)® = mna(fiﬁ’;—jw:r]? (95)

r

Accordingly, D is changed to

4 K?

\J 1T K2 I ol (8]

With these changes, the dispersion relations, Eqs. (60)-(62), and the handy formulae of
the FEL gain, Eqs. (84) and (85), are all valid.
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IX. Beam Conditioning

The idea of beam conditioning is an attempt to reduce the longitudinal velocity spread
within the beam by correlating the transverse oscillation amplitude and the electron
energy, in order to increase the FEL gain [4]. This can be briefly explained as follows.
Before entering the FEL, an electron beam goes through a device, called “conditioner”,
that consists of a focusing FODO channel and suitably phased RF cavities operating in
the TM310 mode. This device provides a different energy increment to individual electron
with different transverse oscillation amplitude so that the RHS of Eq. (7) vanishes in the
ideal case:

T = 5o+ o) (o7)
k1
Therefore, if all electrons share the same energy initially before the device, they all move

with the same longitudinal velocity after the device. In this case, there is no gain reduction
due to the electron beam emittance. In reality, however, the electron beam is likely to have
a non-zero initial energy spread. In this case, only the part of the longitudinal velocity
spread due to the electron beam emittance is cancelled, and we still have the reduction
of the gain due to the energy spread.

The beam conditioned FEL can be analyzed in the present theory with a few modifi-

cations. We define a new longitudinal variable ¢, instead of v, by

7 1
a=g— Y- 5(1’46:e + kgzp?). (98)
M
ki
The distribution of « is determined by the initial 7y distribution (before the device) and the
performance of the beam conditioning device. Assuming an ideal operation of the beam
conditioner, the distribution in « after the device will be the same as the distribution in
v before the device. Note that the energy distribution will be changed after the device.

The equation of motion of 7, Eq. (7), can be expressed with a as

dr_ 2 ke 99
dz ¢ kv, (29)
The equation of motion of a follows from Eq. (98) that
da  dy L A&, 5,08 g  OF
dz_dzhzk_w 2d (pﬁ +kﬁmﬁ)_dzi (100)
ky

where we have used the fact that the transverse oscillation amplitude, pg? + k%zﬁz, is the

constant of motion.
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Now, the electron distribution f is regarded as a function of @, pg, 7, and z:

f=f(=p,Pp,7, 0 2)- (101)

Accordingly, the linearized Vlasov equation (13) is changed to

9n B 0fi  drdfi  dadfo
0z pﬁamp 2 'Gapﬁ dz dr ' dz da

=0, (102)
Our assumption on the factorization of fo, Eq. (14), should be replaced by

fo= for(zp® + ps*/k3) - foy(a). (103)

The rest of procedure closely follows the preceding formulation except that most of «
appearing in association with the electron distribution function must be replaced by a.

Finally, we arrive at the general form of the approximate dispersion relation (cf. Eq. (56))

] = 47:;2(5)2’“_11' j‘°° fon(k)
1C 7P UYr - (q+22k—k _)
1
Z k2046 - R
X/; o k—k _k92(/0 2r°kp fou (') e dr')*. (104)
q + ik, =k
1

Note that we have performed the r-integration in the first line of Eq. (104), since there is
no r-dependence in the denominator. Now, the reduction of the gain is solely determined
by the « distribution. If we assume a Gaussian distribution for e with the rms spread,

gﬂ’

a2

S— (105)

7 \/2_#0.:.%8
the dispersion relations for various models of fo, (r?), Eqgs. (60)-(62), are still valid. The
only changes are to set %kkgRﬁ =0 in Egs. (60) and (61), and to set %kkéoﬁ = 0 in Eq.
(62), and to replace 0., by 0,. Asin Eq. (104), we can carry out the z-integration readily.

foj(@) =

The handy empirical formulae (84) and (85) can also be used only by deleting the terms

ﬁ)z’ and replacing o, by o,.
Since the transverse emittance does not contribute to the gain reduction, the gain

proportional to (2k;e,

is now insensitive to the shape of the transverse beam distribution. For example, the
dispersion relation for the hollow beam model, Eq. (60), can be used for an estimate of
the gain, regardless of the actual transverse beam distribution. (this choice is convenient,

since this dispersion relation keeps a good approximation even in the limit of large beam
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size.) The handy empirical formulae (84) and (85) without the terms proportional to
(2klex—kL)2 serve as good approximations to the dispersion relation for the hollow beam

kwD

model.

X. Conclusions

We have developed the 3-D FEL theory in the high gain regime before saturation based
upon the Maxwell-Vlasov equation, including the effects of the energy spread, transverse
emittance, angular distribution of the radiation from a single particle, betatron focusing
and oscillation of the electron beam, and the diffraction and the guiding of the radiation
field. Our numerical results of the FEL gain show good agreements with results obtained
by Moore’s approach for the hollow beam (see Fig. 1) and Yu et al.’s approach for the
waterbag model (see Fig. 2) of for(®s® + ps®/kj), respectively. We presented a new
dispersion relation for the FEL gain of a Gaussian beam, Eq. (62), and its approximate
expressions, Eqs. (84) and (85), for a quick estimate of the gain with a pocket calculator.
Comparisons of numerical solutions of this dispersion relation with the simulation results
for the Gaussian beam show excellent agreements. We have shown that the present theory
can handle the beam conditioning case easily by changing the longitudinal coordinate and
by implementing a few modifications.

One eminent advantage of the present orthogonal expansion method is that an accu-
rate eigenvalue for the fundamental mode can be obtained by taking only the lowest-order
expansion term, unless the beam size is too large. Aa a result, the matrix form of the dis-
persion relation can be reduced to just a scalar equation. This is not always the case with
any expansion method. If one uses an arbitrary set of the orthogonal functions to expand
the electron distribution function, one normally has to sum a number of the expansion
terms, or one has no guarantee that expansion even converges. In the present expansion
method, the orthogonal functions are uniquely determined by the unperturbed electron
distribution so as to satisfy the orthogonal relationship (47). We have found that this
procedure provides a good approximate eigenfunction even if the expansion is truncated
at the first term for a wide range of the unperturbed electron distribution function. Once
a good approximate eigenfunction is prepared, a relatively accurate eigenvalue is obtained
because the error in the eigenvalue depends quadratically on errors in the approximate
eigenfunction. In contrast with the variational method, however, the accuracy of calcula-
tion can be determined by evaluating the higher order expansion terms, and if necessary,

one can improve the accuracy systematically by including these higher order terms.
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The present method can be easily extended to the asymmetric betatron focusing case,
that may be more realistic in a storage ring FEL system with a planar wiggler. The
results are briefly summarized in Appendix D. In this case, the gain of the fundamental

mode becomes a function of six scaling parameters.
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Appendix A: Equations of Motion

The Hamiltonian for a single electron is given by
H = mc*y = c[(pL — eA)? + p? + m2c?|}, (A1)

where p, and p, are the canonical momentum conjugates to the transverse coordinates,
x = (z,y) and z, respectively. The vector potential A = A(z, z,t) consists of the vector
potential of the wiggler field, A,,, and that for the radiation field, A,:

A=A, +A,. (A2)

For a small transverse displacement from the wiggler axis, A,, can be well approximated

by
1

2

where 2, and %, are unit vectors in the z- and y-directions, respectively. We derive an

A, = Ayfi(1+ %kfvyz) cos ky 2z + 2, (1 + =kZ 2?) sin k,, 2], (A3)

expression of A, in Appendix B. All the other notations are as follows: ¢ is the speed of
light, e is the electron charge, and 7 is the electron energy in units of its rest mass energy
mec?.

It is convenient to choose z, the distance from the wiggler entrance, as the independent

variable. The new Hamiltonian is simply p,:

p: = [m?c*y? — m?c* — (p1 — eA)]}. (A4)
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Equations of motion for an electron are then given by Hamilton’s equations:

dz dp. dp. Op.
— = = A
dz Op,’ dz oz’ (45)

and

dz _ 0H' dz ot
The variables @ and p, include the fast oscillating helical motion. As variables to

(A6)

be used in the Vlasov equation, we define slowing varying new transverse variables g,

and their canonical momentum conjugates, pg, as average of @ and p, over the wiggler

1 z4Aw _ 1 z4+ Ay pJ_
zg = E-/z xdz, pg= E/; mcydz’ (A7)

where we have introduced the normalization factor mecy that makes ps dimensionless.

period:

When the rapidly oscillating radiation fields and the nonlinear terms that are of order
of 1/4? or higher are ignored, the transverse part of Hamilton’s equations (A5) becomes

equations of a simple harmonic oscillator:

de dp
gzﬂ = Pp, 'R}E = —kjzg, (A8)
where
k?
k% = Kzg‘}‘% (A9)

is the betatron wave number in the absence of external focusing, and K = eA,/(mc) is
the peak wiggler parameter.

The equation of motion of 7 = t—z /v, is obtained by carrying out the partial derivative
in the first equation of Eq. (A6), where v, is the longitudinal velocity of the reference

electron with the zero transverse oscillation amplitude. It is approximately given by

dr 1 LabE* L. o on g 1 1+ K*?
— & -1+ 57 T 5Ps +hkses’)] ——[1+ 22 ]
2
[+

1+ K2y—w 1
[— T + 5(‘Pﬁ2 + kjes%). (A10)

~o

So far, the equations of motion of @, pg, and 7 were derived by taking into account
the wiggler field only. To derive an equation of motion of the energy v, it is essential to
consider the interaction of the electron’s helical motion and the radiation field. Hamilton’s

equation of v becomes

mcz-dl = —eaAr . (s = eA)‘

dz ot P, (all)
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Note that A, = A,(z,z) has no time dependence. Using Hamilton’s equation of =

o _Pu—ed (A12)
dz P,
Equation (All) can be written as
24y de 0A,
tie = - ‘%ot
d:ch 6A,-
I . i A13

where we have retained only the fast oscillating helical motion @, in dx/dz, as the first

order approximation.

Appendix B: Derivation of A,(r,t) and Energy Change

In this appendix, we derive Eq. (25) for A,(r,t), and Eq. (29) for the energy change
by the radiation field. The starting equation is Eq. (24). First, we introduce the Fourier

transforms of p; and G over &g and 7 as

1 o] 5] A :
pu(ky,z) = (§)3/_ f_ pl(mg,'r;z)e""’i'mﬁe‘“”d’mﬁdr (B1)

and

G, ()= [ [ Gt t)e hr@ Tt (@ — a)a(t - ¢). (B
From Eq. (18), we have an explicit form of G, | in free space:

' 1 — o0 e"k!(z_z’}
Gk ) =i T [ s
C

dk,. (B3)
We carry out the integration over k; using the residue theorem. The contour of integration
goes from the negative infinity to the positive infinity along the real axis and closed in
the upper half plane. It goes above a pole on the negative real k.-axis and below a pole

on the positive real k,-axis. The result is

. - eiEz(z—z')

G 1 (z]2) =1 i
ok, (717 en) k,

where

k.= /K2 — (k2 + K2). (B5)
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If we neglect the small 3 dependence of v in the helical radius rp, we find that the
convolution law can be applied to Eq. (24) between G(r,t|r’,¢') and pi(zg,7;2) over

and 7’ integrals. It follows that

/_: ./_o:o G(r,tlr',t')py (mfﬁ, T 2')d2:cbdr’ —
j:o f_: Gk, (#12)pu(ky, 2')e kL @-T) gmiwle=2'lo) 2 g, (B6)

/

-4
where we have used &' = z};, + 2}, and =14 —.
v

We also introduce the Laplace transform of pJ(k 1,2) with respect to z defined by
Pug(kL) = /(; pu(kyL, z)e"¥dz, (B7)

where the Laplace transformed function p,,(k.) is defined only for Re(q) > ¢o. The

inverse Laplace transform is given by

1 go+ioco .
pulky,z) = — / Pua(k1)e™ dg. (BS)

271-2. 0-1'00

Inserting Eqs. (B6) and (B8) into Eq. (24), we have

- 1 qoies, pee ik_L-:B 2 gz —twT
A, (r,t) = e,ugf {% . [f H,,(kyi,z)pug(ky)e d°ky)e”dgle™ dw,
—oo qo—100 J—00
(B9)
where we have defined the integral
2 . o < 5 ! ’
Ho(ky,z) = /0 kal(zlz’)%e-*kr“’ie'w(z =2 vr g1z =2) g1 (B10)

Now, our task is to carry out the integration in Eq. (B10). If we insert Egs. (3) and
(B3) into Eq. (B10), we obtain

K Iw k)— iwfvr—iks)z
Huq(k_L,Z) = —2¥(ZT)4—;C.(—8 herininr-ik) ; (B].l)

where
B . ' N z ' o2 '
qu(k) — [) (7':: cos szl A i, sin sz’)e(Q-Hw/vr tkz)z elk:c'l"h sinkyz " tkyrh coskyz dz', (B12)

and we have replaced c/v by 1 in the helical radius to a good accuracy. By using the
expansion formulae [6]

eik;rhsinsz': E (—l)m‘]m(k‘g;?‘h)e_imsz’ (B13)

m=-—o0
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e-—i'ky"hcc’ssz’z Z in.]'ﬂ(kyrh)e—fnsz', (Bl4)

n=-—0oo

the integration in Eq. (B12) can be carried out, with the result,

5, R S P e it

qu(k) = m=z_oo n=z_°°(—l)mzn']m(kzrh)']n(kyrh) 2z 2 + 2y 2% )
(B15)

where . It

{e[(£1 = m —n)k, — k, + w/v,| + ¢}z _
L P . 5, (B16)
(£l —m —n)ky — k: +w/v,] + ¢
If we notice that

Ig-m-f-n-i-l) _ imtn-1) (B17)

and change the index from m to p=m +n + 1, Eq. (B15) can be rewritten as

L, (k) = i f: {iz%[‘]p—u-i-l(kzrh)+Jp-ﬂ—1(krrh)]

pP=—00nN=-—0co

+ iyl (kern) = Jponea (rer) (1P (=) T (kyra) - Y, (B18)

where X
[{(—pkw — k. + w/v,) + qlz _ 1
e B = (B19)
i(—pky — k: + w/v.) + ¢
can be approximated in the high gain regime by
[i(—pkw — k. +w/v,) + g]z
1)~ S . (B20)

3(._pkw = Ez + UJ/'U.,.) + q

The double summation in Eq. (B18) can be reduced to a single summation by using
Graf’s additive theorem [6]:

£ — geiﬂ v & in
Ju(\/z2 + §2 — 2z£ cos ) = (m) o nzz_w Jogn(2)Ta (€)™, (B21)
The result is
oo NS .
Lok) = 3 (1P "e " {ile™* Tppa(kurn) + €1 (kirs)]
p=—0c0
g Lo 4 ;
+ dyorle My (kura) — €%, (bira)]} - 19, (B22)

where ky = /k2 + k2 and 0, = tan1 £k, /k,.
T Y Yy
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Inserting the above Eq. (B22) into Eq. (B11) and replacing k, by \/k? — k2, we have
oo —:pszV ) 3

s K 1 ( L) — (B23)

2'” Ir \/k2 k% p=—co q + t(—pk,, — \/k2 k? +—)

r

qu(kJ.s 2') —

where
e T .
Vo(ky) = (—1)”_1e"pﬁ"{3m§[8_'3"-]p+1(7”hk¢) + €% Jp 1 (raky)]
g :
+ zyi[e"g".],,.;_l(rhh_) —¢ O*Jp_l(rhkl)]}. (B24)

Next, let us calculate the energy change by the radiation field. Substituting Eqgs. (3)
and (B9) into Eq. (8), we have

i = e Ei(z cos kyz + 1, sink,z) - ek L@
dz mc? 4, v,
; o o, 1 peaseso. fee ik, x5 gz —iwr
X —iep {%f | [] WH (K1, 2)pug(kL)eFLE0dE, 6% dg) e  du.
—0oo go—too J—oo
(B25)
The term
L = (2, cos kyz + 1, sink,z) - e"kl"‘ch (B26)

can be expanded in terms of the Bessel functions, and the resulting double series can be

reduced to a single series as I,(k). We find that

= T ;
L = E(_1)_“_1)6“9*{zri[e'ek']—(Hl)(kJ.Th)+€ %I _a-1y(kira))

l=—00

— by (€™ I_gany (karn) — e I_qony(kura)] e, (B27)

If we insert Eq. (B27) into Eq. (B25) and retain only the slowing varying term, p = I, we

obtain

d’)’ 1 go+ico  roo . ,'k_]_.a:ﬁ . 1.9% _fian,
f - 27” i [f_  Fua(k)pug(kL)e &k, )e%dg}e™ ™ dw,  (B28)

dz ~ or 0—ico
where

- K (-1)°[ 32 (*'Cr"h)(kl )2+ I (kyrs) ]

P, (kL :
I p—m%c(% V1= (k/k)*[g +i(—pky — /K — Kk} + — )]

where r, = €?/(4meomc?) is the classical electron radius, ¢q is the perrmttivity of free

(B29)

space, and J. () is the derivative of the Bessel function. Here, we have used the recurrence

formulae [6]
“1(z) + () = 2],(2)=,
Ta(®) = Tpa(s) = 20(x). (B30)

HI'":S
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Appendix C: Orthogonal Functions
1 r

1) Hollow Beam : f5,(r?) = (?ng—ﬁ)z‘s(l - (E)Q)
We choose the weight function to be
Wi () = 61 = (7)), (1)

where r = |/r2 4+ 72 is the amplitude of the electron position in four-dimensional trans-

verse phase space. The normalization constant then becomes
= (T Rgks)”. (C2)

Any perturbation on the hollow beam will have to take place around the ring r = Ry,

where electrons populate. As a result, all R(™™(r;,r,) degenerate into 6-function, i.e.,

m,n r m|_|n
‘Rt(arqr )(r:l:sry) & 6(1 - (Fo)z) : TL Ir]y I' (C3)

Thus, f{™"")(r,,r,) is a non-zero constant for k = 0, and vanishes otherwise. By intro-

ducing the polar coordinate as
Tp=rcos¢, r,=rsing, (C4)
the orthogonality relationship (47) for k = = 0 is written as
./:o 6(1 — (‘;—0)2)(fcg]ml"nl))2r2'ml+2i"|+3dr X '/:/2 cos?™H! gsin?"H g dg = 1. (C5)

£ (ImhinD 35 found to be

1 7
félmlvlnl) = ' (C6)
Ry gy

m/2
_ 2|m|+1 s 2nl+1
Q| ] = fo cos ¢ sin ¢ d¢

The constant

where

(2[m)! - (2n])!
(2|m| + 2|n| +2)11" R
Equation (49) then becomes
Clml:|ﬂ|-0(kxi ky) — m|+|n|+2 A l al ™ / J|m| xT COS ¢)J|n|(k T sin ¢)
(—) ) plmHIn3 g coglmitt ¢ ginlil+l g4
R? J ml+inl+1(F
= o misiabafe) o pymig, Ry, (c8)

N O
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where we have used the integration formula [6]

/2 22k
in ) cos”* zsin® 7 dz = 122, (7 + 7).
_/c; J, (21 cos z)J (22 sin ) cos” ™" zsin*™ " x dz (\/z§+z§)"+““ +ur1(V 2 + 23)
(C9)
1, r
2) Ganestans B : fu(r%) = primze 317
aussian Beam : fo,(r = Grolhy)?
In this case, fo,(r?) can be factorized as
for(r?) = foz(rz) « fou(ry)- (C10)

Accordingly, the weight function W, (r?) also can be factorized as
Wo(r?) = Wa(rs) - Wy(ry), (C11)

where each weight function is defined by
L LT _l(r_y)?

Wa(rs)=e 202" Wy(ry)=e 20z | (C12)
respectively, and we have chosen the normalization constant to be
C = (2malks)>. (C13)

It follows from the orthogonality relationship (47) that the orthogonal functions also can
be factorized as

£ 1) = g8 (r) - 601, (C14)
where the orthogonal functions g}’m”(r,._) satisfy the orthogonality relationship

1(1*5)2
[e 2o gm0yt dr, = g, (C15)

and g!-"l(ry) satisfy a similar equation where r;,|m| and j are replaced by r,,|n| and 7,
respectively. The orthogonal functions are given by

ra
202

T

o{"(r,) = DD LY, (c16)

where Lglml)(m) is the generalized Laguerre polynomials [6] and

(Iml) _ 1 !
D= R\ I 4 (c1)
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The functions fI™"*)(r,,r,) can be expressed as

2 2
(Im]s[n]) (Iml) (In) 1 (ImD), Tz (Inl), T
fk (T:L".'T!J) — 'DJ "Dl' 'Lj (QJE)L‘ (2;2)5 (C]'S)

T

where k and (7, ¢) are related by

b (J+’+21)(3+z)+z' L LG (C19)
We then have
l(r,, )2 ;
* AR m) 1 (Iml) Tz y, |m
Cmlnl k (kzy ky) = fo Jjmi(kars)e 292" DImILY I)(zai)r’l’ .
0 ()2 (Inl)y (Inl), Ty i
X /0 Jui(kyry)e 2 02" DD (ﬁg)rL"H dr,
Oz __k..'?:o'2 kzoz Oz __kfvai kya:.-:

2

)Iml+2:' PR . S VU (_

7 i(|n] +9)! V2

)In|+21' )

AN

(C20)

Appendix D: Asymmetric Focusing in a Planar Wiggler with Parabolic
Pole Face

For a small transverse displacement from the wiggler axis, the vector potential of a

planar wiggler with a parabolic pole face, A,, can be approximated by

B 1 1 } . Wi .
A, = Aw[zmk—”'(l + Ekfurmg + Ekfuyyz) sin ky 2 — 8y——kyokuy Ty sin k2], (D1)
where
k2 + kﬁ,y =k . (D2)

The transverse trajectory of the electron consists of the betatron motion and the wiggler
motion. The betatron oscillations are governed by the equations of motion for a simple

harmonic oscillator with the betatron wave number kg, and kg, in z- and y-planes, respec-
tively (in the absence of external focusing, ks, = Kkus/(7V2), and kg, = Kk, /(7V2)),

and the wiggler motion @,, is expressed by

By = Fucoskuzs,

Yu ~ 0. (D3)
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Here, 7, = K/(vk,) is the radius of the wiggler motion and K = eAykyy/(mcky;) =
eB/(mc?k,.) is the peak value of wiggler parameter where B is the peak magnetic field

on axis.

In contrast with the helical wiggler case, the longitudinal velocity of the electron has

the longitudinal modulation with the wave number 2k,,,:
1K
=7+ —(— oy D4
w =+ o5 conZusz (D1)

where (=) denotes average over one wiggler period. As the result, the arrival time ¢ of an

electrons at the position z is also modulating:

2 dz 1 K
k
i B Skmc(*y) sin 2k,,, z. (D5)

From now on, we simply denote k., as k.
If we insert the above equations (D3)-(D5) into Egs. (8) and (24), and follow the

procedure shown in Appendix B, we obtain an expression for the energy change e

similar to Eq. (29), where P,,(k,) should be replaced by P,,(k:, k,) given by Eq. (89).
We again assume that the focusing in the wiggler is matched to the electron beam so

that fo is a function of &3 + (ppz/ks=)?, y5 + (Psy/ksy)?, and v only, and we also assume

for simplicity that fy can be factorized as:

fo = for(zh + (Poz/kpz)?, v + (Poy/ksy)?) - foy(v)- (D6)
Now, the (Fourier-La.place transformed) linearized Vlasov equation is given by (cf. Eq.(32))

aqu qu+p aqu aqu _

g —iw ]qu+ o kg.z 5Bpse TPy, ~ Favbe v

d
—fO.Lde;r“-[P"’q(kmky)qu(k.L)e'L'L'm'@dzkb (D7)

Let us introduce the transverse polar-coordinates as

Tg = T4 COS ¢z, Yg = Ty COS Py, (D8)
Ppz Ppy .
——rxsmd)z, — =r,sin ¢,. D9
kﬁ:c kﬁy Yy Yy ( )

Then, the second and third terms in the LHS of the linearized Vlasov equation, Eq. (D7),

are written as

3qu k% " af wq

aqu 2 aqu . aqu aqu
Pz Oz 5 ﬁap 6z -k k

a ﬁyyﬁapﬁy = ThBz Ere kﬂy a(ﬁy

+ Py (D10)
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The matching condition, Eq. (D6), can be written in terms of r, and r, as

fo= Jas a0yl foII(T)- (D11)

The rest of procedure closely follows the formulation described in Secs. IV and V. One
important difference is that the unperturbed transverse distribution (and also the weight
function) is a function of both r; and ry, not r = \/m only. Therefore, for example,
the orthogonality relationship, Eq. (47), should be modified as

/ / W (ra, 1) S (Iml lnI)(rmT.y)fl(lml-lnl)(rmTy)rzlmlﬂrzlnlﬂdrmdry - (D12)
Finally, we arrive at the dispersion relation
det(I+p3-M)=0, (D13)

where the matrix elements of B;;" and M, ,,, are given by

IIV rm Ty)fél’"l |"!)(,rm Ty)f{lm‘ Jnf) (T‘ r )1"21’“'"’1 2n]+1 df "
‘/ / dr dr,dy,
~[ . dr - i
= zwdz (rzyTysY) — 1(kgzm + kgyn)
(D14)
and
M. = z"’"|+lﬂl—(lm'l+:n'i)—(Zw)zgﬁzkﬁy
* f—oo /—oo Pug(kzs ky) Cml it (Fzs Ky ) Cpm )3 (K ky)dkzdky,  (D15)
respectively.

If we retain only the lowest-order term m = n = k = 0 in the azimuthal and radial

expansions as we did in Sec. VI, the dispersion relation (D13) can be written in a general

form as
L = ok e K 2 kw [JJ]2 f / / Joy(y d’rfu(rmry)(27r)’kazkayrzdrzrydry
- kl c 71‘ Ir 7 7" 1
q+2i —k = zk(k,@xrz + k3, y) 1
o dk,dk,
x/_mf_m +ik k—k x k2 + k)
ITe™ — TV ok
< /0 7 Jou(resry)olkare)o(kyr,) (@m) hckgyradrary dr, P, (D16)
where fo, (7z,7y) is normalized such that
./0 j{; fDJ.(T:ca Ty)(zw)'jkﬁrkﬂyrmdrrrydry =1 (D17)

35



Here, we have used the approximated expression of P,,(kz,ky), Eq. (92), and have re-
tained only the fundamental harmonic term of the forward radiation, p = 1. For a

Gaussian beam

W
1 902 202
- = T Y D1
orlresns) = P lyeothner ’ o)
(=)
.- oy (D19)

fOII(’Y) = ?\/_2_7;07‘7:6

the above dispersion relation can be written in a scaled form as

kﬁm kgy 32 + u2 -+ ‘U2
\ k,D Y\ k,D o e 2 dsuduvdv
Lk /

471'\/271'\/ k1€2 \/21:15 D [le ”—‘kkﬂgu +2]~15yk By v?])?
-t = fy dﬂ
e a

./ f k == kl o 0.'2 kﬁm i ﬁ2 kﬁy (D20)

wot "D The D t ke, FuD)

where we have replaced k by k; except in the detuning term (k — k;)/(k1D) to a good
approximation. The scaled growth rate Re(q)/(kwD) is a function of the six scaling

parameters:

Re(q) _
kD

0'..'. kﬂm kﬁy k— kl
Dk, D kD kD

(2k153, 2k1€y,

). (D21)

36



2

3

4.

10.

11

References
. K. J. Kim, Phys. Rev. Lett., 57, 1871 (1986).
. L. -H. Yu, S. Krinsky, and R. L. Gluckstern, Phys. Rev. Lett., 64, 3011 (1990).

. Y. H. Chin, K. Satoh, and K. Yokoya, Part. Accelerators, 13, 45 (1983).

A. M. Sessler, D. H. Whittum, and L. -H. Yu, Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory Report,
LBL-31006, Berkeley, July, 1991, and submitted to Phys. Rev. Lett.

See for example, A. Amir, I. Boscolo, and L. R. Elias, Phys. Rev. A, 32, 2864
(1985).

I. S. Gradshteyn and I. M. Ryzhik, Table of Integrals, Series, and Products (Aca-
demic Press, San Diego, 1980).

G. T. Moore, Opt. Comm., 52 46 (1984), and Nucl. Instrum. Methods, A239, 19
(1985).

. R. Bonifacio, C. Pellegrini, and L. M. Narducci, Opt. Comm., 50, 373 (1984).

. Y. H. Chin, K.-J. Kim, and M. Xie, Lawrence Berkeley Report, LBL-30673 (1991),

Berkeley, August, 1991, and to be appear in the proceedings of the Thirteenth
International Free Electron Laser Conference, Santa Fe, USA (1991).

L. -H. Yu, S. Krinsky, and R. L. Gluckstern, Nucl. Instrum. Methods A304, 516
(1991).

T. M. Tran and J. S. Wurtele, Comput. Phys. Commun. 54, 263 (1989).

37



Table 1. Expressions of < 22 > and I, for the hollow beam, the waterbag

model, and the Gaussian distribution.

Hollow beam | Waterbag model | Gaussian distribution

2 =0 _0 2

<zt > 1 6 o o
X, R?

f—— R2 -0 2

- 0 5 20
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Table 2.

Nominal FEL parameters used for the simulations.

The Lorentz factor of the reference electron, 7,
The wiggler period, A\,

The peak wiggler parameter, K

The total beam current, I

The resonant radiation wavelength, Ay = 27 /k,

The scaling parameter, D

The betatron wavelength, Ag = 27 /kg

100

3 em

2

53.28 A
7.5 pm
0.014142
2.12132 m
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Figure Captions

FIG. 1. Scaled gain § versus the scaled beam size & for the constant current case. Here,
0, = 0 and kg = 0. The solid curve shows the result obtained by the the present disper-
sion relation (60), while the broken curve denotes the work of Moore. The chain lines on
the right and on the left show the analytical results obtained from Eqgs. (68) and (70),

for the two extreme cases, respectively.

FIG. 2. Scaled growth rate Re(q)/(k,D) as a function of 2ke, for several values of
kg/ (kD) for the waterbag model. Here, o,/D = 0. The solid curves show solutions of
the dispersion relation (61), while the broken curves show the numerical results obtained

by Yu, Krinsky, and Gluckstern’s variational method.

FIG. 3(a). Scaled growth rate Re(q)/(kwD) as a function of 2ke, for several values
of kg/(kwD) for the Gaussian model. Here, 0.,/D = 0. The solid curves show solutions of
the dispersion relation (62), while the broken curves show the approximate values calcu-
lated by the handy formulae (84) and (85).

FIG. 3(b). Scaled growth rate Re(q)/(kwD) as a function of 2k;e, for several values
of kg/(kyD) for the Gaussian model. Here, o.,/D = 0.2. The solid curves show solutions
of the dispersion relation (62), while the broken curves show the approximate values cal-
culated by the handy formulae (84) and (85).

FIG. 3(c). Scaled growth rate Re(q)/(kwD) as a function of 2kie, for several values
of kg/(k,D) for the Gaussian model. Here, o.,/D = 0.4. The solid curves show solutions
of the dispersion relation (62), while the broken curves show the approximate values cal-
culated by the handy formulae (84) and (85).

FIG. 4(a). Comparison of the scaled growth rate Re(q)/(k,D) with the simulation re-
sults for the Gaussian and the waterbag beam distributions. Here, kg/(k,D) = 1 and
o,/D = 0. The solid and the broken curves show the solutions of the dispersion relations
for the Gaussian and the waterbag beam distributions, respectively, while the triangles
and the circles show the simulation results for the Gaussian and the waterbag beam dis-

tributions, respectively.
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FIG. 4(b). Comparison of the scaled growth rate Re(q)/(k,D) with the simulation results
for the Gaussian beam distribution. Here, kg/(k, D) = 1 and o.,/D = 0.2. The solid curve
shows the solution of the dispersion relation for the Gaussian beam distribution, while

the triangles show the simulation results for the Gaussian beam distribution.

FIG. 5. Scaled growth rate Re(q)/(kwD) as a function of Iz—i) for several values of
kg/(k,D) for the Gaussian model. Here, ¢.,/D = 0. This figure is equivalent to Fig. 3(a).
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